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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
50  CFR  Parts  23  and  810 

Final  Findings  for  Export  of  Bobcat, 
Lynx,  River  Otter,  Aiaskan  Gray  Wolf 
and  Alaskan  Brown  Bear  Taken  in 
1980-81  Season 

agency:  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
action:  Notice  of  final  findings  and  final 
rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Convention  on 
International  Trade  in  Endangered 
Species  of  Wild  Fauna  and  Flora  is  a 
treaty  regulating  the  international 
shipment  of  certain  wildlife  and  plant 
species.  Under  the  Convention,  exports 
of  wildlife  or  plants  listed  in  Appendix  I 
or  II  may  occur  only  if  a  Scientific 
Authority  has  advised  a  permit-issuing 
Management  Authority  that  such 
exports  will  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
survival  of  the  species,  and  if  a 
Management  Authority  is  satisfied  that 
the  wildlife  or  plants  were  not  obtained 
in  violation  of  laws  for  their  protection. 

The  Service  must  make  such  decisions 
with  respect  to  the  bobcat,  lynx,  river 
otter,  Alaskan  gray  wolf  and  Alaskan 
brown  bear,  which  are  all  included  in 
Appendix  II.  This  notice  announces  the 
Scientific  Authority  and  Management 
Authority  decisions  concerning  export 
of  specimens  of  these  species  taken  in 
the  1980-81  season.  These  findings  for 
export  are  made  on  a  state-by-state 
basis  for  all  specimens  taken  in  a 
particular  season,  considering  ail 
available  information  on  the  population 
status,  management  and  utilization  of 
the  species. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  4, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Please  send  correspondence 
concerning  this  notice  to  the  Office  of 
the  Scientific  Authority,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 

20240.  Materials  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  by 
appointment  from  7:45  a.m.  to  4:15  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  in  room  536, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Scientific  Authority  findings — Dr. 
Richard  L.  Jachowski,  Office  of  the 
Scientific  Authority,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240,  telephone  (202)  653-5948. 
Management  Autharity  findings — S. 
Ronald  Singer,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit 
Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  telephone 
(703)  235-2418. 

Export  permits — Mr.  Robert  J.  Batky, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 

Washington,  D.C.  20240,  telephone 
(703)  235-1903. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

carrying  out  the  responsibilities  of  the 
United  States  under  the  Convention  on 
International  Trade  in  Endangered 
Species  of  Wild  Fauna  and  Flora 
(CITES),  the  Service  is  continuing  the 
practice  of  developing  general  Scientific 
Authority  and  Management  Authority 
findings  on  the  export  of  certain  species, 
applicable  to  all  specimens  taken  in  a 
particular  season.  This  approach  is  more 
meaningful  than  the  alternative  of 
developing  findings  on  a  permit-by- 
permit  basis  for  species  subject  to 
frequent  international  trade. 

The  Service  published  proposed 
findings  on  the  export  of  bobcat,  lynx, 
river  otter,  Alaskan  gray  wolf,  and 
Alaskan  brown  bear  in  the  September 
29, 1980,  Federal  Register  (45  ^  64520). 
That  publication  contained  a  summary 
of  information  supplied  by  state 
agencies  on  biology,  management,  and 
harvest  of  bobcat,  lynx,  and  river  otter, 
and  it  cited  earlier  references  providing 
such  information  for  Alaskan  gray  wolf 
and  brown  bear. 

Criteria 

The  Federal  Register  notice  of 
September  29, 1980,  set  forth  criteria 
used  by  the  Service  in  making  Scientific 
Authority  and  Management  Authority 
decisions  on  export  of  bobcat,  lynx,  and 
river  otter.  The  Service  adopted  criteria 
used  in  previous  years  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Scientific  Authority 
(ESSA)  in  making  Scientific  Authority 
decisions  on  export  of  these  species 
taken  in  the  1980-81  harvest  season. 

These  criteria  involve  assessment  by 
the  Scientific  Authority  of  the  biological 
information  and  management  program 
for  each  species  in  each  state.  Minimum 
requirements  for  biological  information 
are:  (1)  population  trend  information, 
method  of  determination  to  be  a  matter 
of  state  choice;  (2)  information  on  total 
harvest  of  the  species;  (3)  information  on 
distribution  of  harvest;  and  (4)  habitat 
evaluation.  Minimum  requirements  for  a 
management  program  are:  (1)  there 
should  be  a  controlled  harvest,  methods 
and  seasons  to  be  a  matter  of  state 
choice;  (2)  all  pelts  should  be  registered 
and  marked;  and  (3)  harvest  level 
objective  should  be  determined 
annually. 

In  its  proposed  export  findings  for  this 
year,  the  Service  noted  that  it  agreed 
with  the  ESSA’s  view  that  intensive 
efforts  to  improve  the  state's 
information  on  populations  and 
harvests,  and  other  information  may 
provide  reasonable  assurance  that 
export  will  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
survival  of  the  species,  in  cases  where 
not  all  of  the  above  Scientific  Authority 
criteria  are  met. 


Criteria  listed  above  are  for  decisions 
on  whether  export  of  bobcat,  lynx,  or 
river  otter  will  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
survival  of  the  species.  As  stated  in  the 
notice  of  proposed  findings,  the  Service 
believes  that  the  listing  of  these  species 
in  Appendix  II  is  also  for  the  purpose  of 
effectively  controlling  international 
trade  in  other  species  of  cats  or  otters. 
Accordingly,  the  Service  is  considering 
the  impact  of  trade  in  bobcat,  lynx,  and 
river  otter  on  the  effectiveness  of  the 
CITES  in  controlling  trade  in  other 
related  species,  when  determining 
conditions  under  which  export  may  be 
allowed. 

Management  Authority  criteria  for 
export  require  an  ongoing  state  tagging 
program  as  proof  that  pelts  of  bobcat, 
lynx,  or  river  otter  are  legally  taken. 
Under  this  program,  tags  must:  (1)  be 
made  of  metal  or  some  other  permanent 
material;  (2)  be  permanently  attached  to 
each  pelt,  preferably  by  state  personnel; 

(3)  accompany  finished  products  to  the 
port  where  the  state  tags  will  be 
collected  by  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  officers  (tags  are  necessary  to 
show  source  and  tag  number  of  pelts 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  product); 

(4)  be  applied  within  a  specified  time  of 
taking  that  is  set  by  the  state;  (5)  show 
state  of  origin;  (6)  show  year  of  taking; 

(7)  show  species;  and  (8)  be  serially 
unique. 

Nations  participating  in  the  CITES 
agreed  that  the  Alaskan  gray  wolf  and 
Alaskan  brown  bear  are  included  in 
Appendix  II  under  the  provisions  of 
Article  11.2(b)  to  effectively  control 
international  trade  in  other  populations 
of  these  species  that  are  included  in 
Appendix  I  or  II.  Scientific  Authority 
advice  on  non-detriment  for  export  of 
Alaskan  wolves  and  brown  bears  is, 
accordingly,  based  on  the  impact  of  that 
trade  on  the  effectiveness  of  the  CITES 
in  controlling  trade  in  other  subspecies 
or  geographically  separate  populations 
that  they  were  listed  to  protect. 

Information  and  Comments 

The  Service  received  a  limited  amount 
of  information  beyond  that  summarized 
in  the  proposed  export  findings  (45  FR 
64520).  Each  state  for  which  the  Service 
proposed  to  approve  export,  pending 
receipt  and  approval  by  the  Service  of 
1980-81  sample  tags  or  tagging 
information  or  both,  submitted  materials 
satisfying  this  requirement. 

The  principal  new  materials 
considered  by  the  Service  subsequent  to 
the  proposed  findings  are  as  follows: 
The  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish 
Department  submitted  data  on  1979-80 
bobcat  harvest  estimates  and  on 
quantities  and  prices  of  furs  purchased. 
'The  California  Fish  and  Game 
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Commission,  the  Maine  Department  of 
Inland  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  the  North 
Carolina  Wildlife  Resources 
Commission,  and  the  Nevada  State 
Board  of  Wildlife  Commissioners 
provided  copies  of  revised  state 
regulations  for  tagging  of  bobcat  pelts. 
The  Oregon  Department  of  Fish  and 
Wildlife  pointed  out  that  bobcat  habitat 
includes  approximately  70  percent  of  the 
state’s  62  million  acres,  and  that  snow 
depth,  national  state  parks,  and  posted 
private  lands  normally  preclude  human 
access  to  more  than  half  of  the  habitat 
area.  Oregon  noted  that  while  the 
harvest  of  2,941  western  Oregon  bobcat 
was  near  the  harvest  goal  of  3,000,  the 
harvest  of  753  eastern  Oregon  bobcat 
was  approximately  half  of  the  harvest 
goal  of  1,500.  Oregon  stated  that  this  will 
result  in  a  large  carryover  of  the  eastern 
bobcat  population  into  this  season. 

In  addition  to  supplying  information, 
several  state  agencies  commented  that 
they  supported  the  proposed  ScientiHc 
Authority  and  Management  Authority 
Findings  on  export  of  bobcat,  lynx,  and 
river  otter  taken  in  accordance  with 
state  regulations. 

The  Defenders  of  Wildlife,  Inc., 
submitted  extensive  comments  on  the 
proposed  findings  for  export  of  bobcats. 
Defenders  stated  that  the  criteria  used 
for  Scientific  Authority  decisions  were 
deficient,  in  that  even  if  all  of  the  types 
of  information  listed  were  available, 
there  still  would  not  be  enough  data  for 
an  understanding  of  the  species'  role  in 
the  ecosystem  or  for  estimating  the 
effects  of  different  levels  of  harvest  on 
the  species'  populations.  Defenders 
argued  that,  at  a  minimum,  the  Scientific 
Authority  must  consider  the  current 
population  levels  and  distribution  of  the 
bobcat,  its  demographic  characteristics, 
movement  patterns,  food  habits,  total 
mortality,  birth  rate,  and  the 
relationship  between  the  bobcat  and 
other  species. 

The  Service,  in  its  capacity  as 
Scientific  Authority,  believes  that  the 
present  criteria  are  appropriate  for 
decisions  on  whether  export  of  bobcats 
will  not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of 
the  species.  Information  on  population 
trends  is  more  useful  than  information 
on  current  population  levels  in  managing 
this  species.  Most  states  collect  data  on 
distribution  of  harvest.  Other  types  of 
information  are  being  collected  in  some 
states,  but  not  uniformly  by  all  states. 
The  Service  believes  effective 
management  of  bobcats  does  not  require 
that  all  of  the  types  of  information  listed 
by  Defenders  be  collected  throughout 
the  range  of  the  species,  considering  that 
factors  affecting  bobcat  populations 
may  vary  over  the  range.  One  of  the 


intentions  of  the  Service  in  adopting  the 
present  criteria  was  to  allow  the  states 
latitude  in  developing  and  carrying  out 
research  and  management  programs. 

Following  the  development  of 
Scientific  Authority  findings  announced 
in  this  notice,  the  ^rvice  plans  to 
review  criteria  for  Scientific  Authority 
decisions  on  export  of  bobcat,  lynx,  and 
river  otter.  As  a  result,  the  Service  might 
revise  those  criteria  for  decisions  on 
export  of  the  1981-82  harvest.  The 
Service  intends  to  invite  input  from  state 
agencies  in  identifying  population 
parameters  that  should  be  studied  in 
order  to  manage  these  species  at  levels 
consistent  with  the  CITES  export 
requirements.  The  goal  of  the  Service  is 
to  develop  realistic  and  appropriate 
standards  for  decisions  in  these  matters. 
Opportunities  for  public  comment  on 
such  standards  will  be  provided. 

Defenders  also  made  detailed 
comments  on  the  information  supplied 
by  individual  states,  identifying 
particular  states  that  they  believed  did 
not  meet  certain  of  the  Scientific 
Authority  criteria.  It  is  clear  from  the 
available  records  that  some  states  are 
making  much  greater  efforts  than  others 
to  study  and  manage  their  bobcats,  and 
that  they  are  taking  different  approaches 
in  doing  so.  It  should  be  noted  that 
under  the  Scientific  Authority  criteria 
now  in  use,  intensive  efforts  to  improve 
a  state’s  information  on  populations  and 
harvests,  and  other  information  maj 
provide  reasonable  assurance  that 
export  will  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
survival  of  the  species,  in  cases  where 
not  all  requirements  for  biological 
information  or  a  management  program 
are  met.  There  has  been  a  marked 
increase  in  the  information  available  on 
bobcats  during  the  last  few  years,  due 
partly  to  state  efforts  to  satisy  the 
CITES  export  requirements,  although 
many  states  instituted  bobcat  research 
and  management  initiatives  prior  to 
these  requirements. 

Defenders  further  commented  that  the 
proposed  Scientific  Authority  findings 
did  not  address  the  status  of  individual 
subspecies  or  geographically  separate 
populations  of  bobcats  within  states. 

The  ESSA  discussed  this  issue  in  detail 
in  their  Federal  Register  notices  of 
September  1, 1978  (43  FR  39308),  and 
September  26, 1979  (44  FR  55542).  The 
Service  agrees  with  the  ESSA’s 
conclusion  that  a  state-by-state 
approach  provides  a  more  precise  and 
responsive  mechanism  than  would 
finings  based  primarily  on  subspecies. 
Bobcat  subspecies  distinctions  generally 
are  not  clear-cut;  most  of  them 
intergrade  over  wide  boundaries,  and  in 
addition,  boundaries  may  shift  with 


changes  in  habitat  over  time. 

Descriptions  of  many  bobcat  subspecies 
have  been  based  on  differences  between 
a  small  number  of  specimens  rather  than 
on  statistically  significant  differences  in 
characters  between  large  samples. 

Defenders  commented  that  the 
Service  should  not  allow  export  of 
bobcats  unless  the  Management 
Authority  establishes  an  adequate 
management  program  for  the  species 
(and  noted  that  they  are 
“  *  *  *  encouraged  by  the  progress  the 
Permit  Office  reports  it  has  made  in  the 
past  year  with  regard  to  compliance 
with  its  tagging  requirements.”) 

Defenders  further  stated  that  the 
Scientific  Authority  should  not  advise  in 
favor  of  export  for  states  which  admit 
they  cannot  insure  that  pelts  tagged  for 
export  were  legally  harvested. 

The  CITES  provides  that  the 
Management  Authority  is  not  to  issue 
export  permits  unless  it  is  satisfied  that 
specimens  were  legally  taken.  As  stated 
earlier,  this  requirement  is  met  through 
ongoing  state  tagging  programs.  The 
states,  and  not  the  Management 
Authority,  actually  manage  the  species. 
Scientific  Authority  criteria  include  a 
requirement  that  pelts  be  registered  and 
marked.  It  would  be  very  difficult  for 
states  to  completely  insure  that  only 
legally  obtained  pelts  were  tagged, 
because  enforcement  officers  cannot 
accompany  every  trapper  or  hunter. 
States  have  instituted  regulations  and 
procedures  for  tagging,  and  penalties  for 
violations,  to  minimize  the  tagging  of 
illegally  taken  pelts. 

The  International  Association  of  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Agencies  (lAFWA) 
submitted  a  summary  of  state-enforced 
restrictions  on  the  taking  of  bobcats. 

This  summary  concerned  only 
restrictions  that  directly  limit  the 
hunters’  or  trappers’  ability  to  take 
bobcats,  not  measures  such  as  pelt 
tagging  that  are  primarily  directed 
toward  monitoring  the  harvest.  Each 
state  for  which  export  approval  was 
proposed  has  restrictions  on  taking.  The 
lAI^A  submitted  this  summary  as 
evidence  that  exports  of  bobcats  from 
these  states  would  not  be  unlimited,  as 
claimed  by  Defenders. 

Impact  on  Other  Species 

The  Service  considers  the  bobcat, 
lynx,  and  river  otter  to  be  included  in 
Appendix  II  under  the  provisions  of  both 
Article  11.2(a)  and  11.2(b)  of  the  CITES. 
This  means  that  the  Scientific  Authority 
must  consider  the  impact  of  trade  in 
these  species  on  the  effectiveness  of  the 
CITES  in  controlling  international  trade 
in  other  species  of  cats  or  otters  they 
were  listed  to  protect. 
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The  ESSA  published  their  findings  on 
this  question  in  the  September  26, 1979, 
Federal  Register  (44  FR  55545).  Major 
issues  under  the  Scientific  Authority 
finding  relative  to  Article  11.2(b)  are 
identification  of  species  in  trade  and 
possible  stimulation  of  trade  in  other 
species.  The  ESSA  stated  that  to  the 
degree  it  could  place  confidence  in  the 
CITES  system,  it  could  be 
correspondingly  satisfied  that  existing 
procedures  are  adequate  to  insure  that 
specimens  of  one  species  will  not  be 
confused,  intentionally  or 
unintentionally,  with  specimens  of  other 
species. 

The  ESSA  concluded  that  export  of 
bobcat,  lynx,  and  river  otter  would  not 
reduce  the  effectiveness  of  the  CITES  in 
controlling  trade  in  other  listed  species 
or  populations.  The  ESSA  reached  the 
same  conclusion  on  export  of  Alaskan 
gray  wolf  and  Alaskan  brown  bear. 

They  pointed  out  the  following  reasons: 

(1)  Tagging  of  pelts  helps  provide 
assurance  that  specimens  will  be 
identified  properly: 

(2)  Most  of  the  exports  of  these  five 
species  go  to  countries  that  are  CITES 
Parties,  and  that  have  not  taken 
reservation  for  these  or  related  species; 

(3)  Evidence  from  annual  reports  of 
the  CITES  Parties  indicates  that  few 
Appendix  I  species  are  now  in 
international  trade,  so  that  opportunities 
for  look-alike  confusion  are  limited:  and 

(4)  While  trade  in  the  above  five 
species  might  stimulate  trade  in  other 
species,  it  also  might  supplant  trade  in 
other  species. 

The  Service  concurs  with  the  ESSA’s 
previous  findings  concerning  Article 
11.2(b)  for  the  five  species  in  question. 
There  is  no  new  evidence  to  contradict 
any  of  the  reasons  listed  above. 

Court  Decision 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  findings  for 
export  of  bobcat  and  other  species  (45 
FR  64520),  the  Service  reported  that  the 
U.S.  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  issued  an  Order  (Civil  Action 
No.  79-3060)  on  December  12, 1979, 
enjoining  the  export  of  bobcat  pelts 
taken  in  the  1979-80  season  from 
Florida,  Massachusetts,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  eastern 
Oregon,  and  the  high  plains  ecological 
area  of  Texas.  This  decision  has  been 
appealed  to  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit. 

The  Order  does  not  apply  to  the 
present  findings  for  the  1980-81  season, 
although  it  is  still  in  effect  for  the  export 
of  1979-80  pelts  from  the  named  states. 
Certain  of  the  affected  states  have  taken 
steps  to  correct  conditions  that  the 
Court  considered  to  be  deficiencies.  The 


Service  has  reviewed  information 
supplied  by  the  states  named  abov?,  and 
has  considered  the  Court’s  concerns,  in 
making  Scientific  Authority  findings  for 
this  season. 

Final  Rule 

Final  Scientific  Authority  and 
Management  Authority  findings  for  the 
export  of  American  alligator  and 
American  ginseng  taken  in  the  1980-81 
season  were  published  in  the  October 
21, 1980,  Federal  Register  (45  FR  69844). 

As  announced  in  that  notice,  the  Service 
is  incorporating  the  findings  on  the 
export  of  certain  Appendix  II  species 
into  Part  23  of  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

The  Service  concludes  that  both 
Scientific  Authority  and  Management 
Authority  criteria  have  been  met  for  the 
export  of  bobcat,  lynx,  and  river  otter 
taken  in  the  1980-81  season,  in  those 
states  for  which  the  Service  earlier 
proposed  to  approve  export.  The 
condition  on  this  approval  is  that  pelts 
must  be  clearly  identified  as  to  state  of 
origin  and  season  of  taking,  including 
tagging  according  to  conditions 
established  by  the  Service. 

Each  of  thv  three  species  occurs  in 
certain  states  for  which  export  is  not 
approved.  Scientific  Authority  criteria 
are  not  met  for  the  export  of  lynx  taken 
in  Idaho  and  Washington,  although  the 
ESSA  advised  in  previous  years  that 
such  export  will  not  be  detrimental  to 
the  survival  of  the  species.  For  all  other 
states  not  addressed  in  the  proposal, 
either  the  taking  of  these  species  is  not 
allowed  by  the  state,  the  species  do  not 
occur  in  the  state,  or  the  state  did  not 
provide  the  Service  with  information  on 
which  to  base  Scientific  Authority  and 
Management  Authority  findings. 

The  Service  also  concludes  that  both 
Scientific  Authority  and  Management 
Authority  criteria  have  been  met  for  the 
export  of  Alaskan  gray  wolf  and 
Alaskan  brown  bear  taken  in  the  1980- 
81  season.  The  condition  on  this 
approval  is  that  pelts  must  be  tagged  as 
required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

The  findings  announced  in  this  notice 
are  effective  December  4, 1980,  because 
the  harvest  season  has  already  begun  in 
some  states,  and  delaying  issuance  of 
the  findings  could  adversely  impact 
state  conservation  programs  for  these 
species.  The  Service  also  considers  a 
delay  in  the  effective  date  to  be 
unnecessary  because  the  findings  were 
preceded  by  an  opportunity  for  comment 
and  because  they  do  not  substantially 
modify  an  earlier  procedure  or  practice 
(43  CFR  14.5(c)(4)). 

An  environmental  assessment  has 
been  prepared  in  conjunction  with  this 
notice.  It  is  on  file  in  the  Service’s  Office 


of  the  Scientific  Authority,  room  536, 

1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  may  be  examined  during  regular 
business  hours. 

This  notice  was  prepared  by  Dr. 

Richard  L.  Jachowski,  Office  of  the 
Scientific  Authority  (202)  653-5948. 

Note. — ^The  Service  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  significant 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
analysis  under  Executive  Order  12044  and  43 
CFR  Part  14. 

Dated:  November  28, 1980. 

Robert  S.  Cook, 

Acting  Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Accordingly,  Parts  23  and  810  of  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below: 

1.  Amend  table  of  Sections  of  Part  23 
as  follows: 

PART  23— ENDANGERED  SPECIES 
CONVENTION 

*  *  it  it  -k 

Subpart  E— Scientific  Authority  Advice 
[Reserved] 

Subpart  F— Export  of  Certain  Species 

Sec. 

23.51  American  ginseng  [Panax 
quinquefolius) 

23.52  Bobcat  (Lynx  rufus] 

23.53  River  otter  (Lutra  canadensis] 

23.54  Lynx  [Lynx  canadensis) 

23.55  Gray  wolf  [Canis  lupus] 

23.56  Brown  bear  [Ursus  arctos] 

23.57  American  alligator  [Alligator 
mississippiensis ) 

Authority:  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973, 
as  amended  (16  U.S.C.  1531  et  seq.;  87  Stat. 
884). 

2.  Add  new  subparts  E  and  F  as 
follows: 

Subpart  E— Scientific  Authority  Advice 
[Reserved] 

Subpart  F— Export  of  Certain  Species 

§  23.51  American  ginseng  (Panax 
quinquefolius). 

State  populations  for  which  the  export 
of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  may  be 
permitted  under  §  23.15  of  this  Part  23: 

(a)  1978  Harvest:  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Conditions  on  findings:  Roots  must  be 
documented  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season 
of  collecting. 

For  further  information  see:  43  FR  29469, 
July  7, 1978:  43  FR  35013,  August  7, 1978;  43 
FR  36293,  August  16, 1978;  and  43  FR  39305, 
September  1, 1978. 

(b)  1979  Harvest:  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
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Minnesota,  Missouri,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Conditions  on  findings:  Roots  must  be 
documented  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season 
of  collecting.  Wild  roots  must  be  certified  by 
the  state  as  legally  collected.  For  further 
information  see:  44  FR  25384,  April  30, 1979; 

44  FR  3107,  June  1, 1979;  and  44  FR  47912, 
August  15, 1979. 

(c)  1980  Harvest:  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Maryland,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Tennessee, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Conditions  on  findings:  Roots  must  be 
documented  as  to  state  or  origin  and  season 
of  collecting.  Wild  and  cultivated  roots  must 
be  certified  by  the  state  as  legally  collected, 
and  such  certification  must  be  presented 
upon  export. 

§  23.52  Bobcat  (Lynx  ruf us). 

States  for  which  the  export  of  the 
indicated  season’s  harvest  may  be 
permitted  under  §  23.15  of  this  Part  23: 

(a)  1977-78  Harvest:  Alabama  (Quota 
4,()00],  Arizona  (Q  8,0(X)),  Arkansas  (Q 
3,000],  California  (Q  6,000),  Colorado  (Q 
4,000],  Florida  (Q  3,5(X)],  Georgia  (Q 
4,000),  Idaho  ((j  1,475],  Louisiana  (Q 
4,000],  Maine  (Q  500],  Massachusetts  (Q 
50],  Michigan  (Q  350],  Minnesota  (Q 
150],  Mississippi  (Q  4,000],  Montana  (Q 
1,070],  Nebraska  (Q  400],  Nevada  (Q 
2,225),  New  Mexico  (Q  6,000],  New  York 
(Q  225],  North  Carolina  (Q  800],  North 
Dakota  (Q  165],  Oregon  (Q  3,000],  South 
Dakota  (Q  500],  Tennessee  (Q  1,000], 
Texas  (Q  10,(X)0],  Vermont  (Q  200], 
Virginia  (Q  1,500],  Washington  (Q  6,000], 
West  Virginia  (Q  5(X)],  Wisconsin  (Q 
300],  Wyoming  (Q  2,000],  Navajo  Nation 
(Q500]. 

For  further  information:  See  42  FR  43729, 
August  30, 1977;  43  FR  11081,  March  16, 1978; 
and  43  FR  29469,  July  7, 1978. 

(b)  1978-79  Harvest:  Alabama, 

Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 

Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Nebraska, 

Nevada,  New  Mexico  (Q  6,000],  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South  Carolina, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  Washington,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming  (Q  2,000] 
and  the  Navajo  Nation. 

Condition  on  finding:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identiHed  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking. 

For  further  information:  See  43  FR  11096, 
March  16. 1978;  43  FR  13913,  April  3. 1978;  43 
FR  15097,  April  10, 1978;  43  FR  29469,  July  7. 
1978:  43  FR  35013,  August  7, 1978;  43  FR  36293, 
August  16, 1978;  and  43  FR  39305,  September 

1, 1978. 


(c)  1979-80 Harvest-  Alabama, 

Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 

Colorado,  [Florida],  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maine. 
[Massachusetts],  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi.  Montana,  Nebraska, 

Nevada,  [New  Mexico  (Q  6,000]],  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  [NorA  Dakota], 
Oklahoma,  Oregon  [eastern  portion]. 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 

Tennessee,  Texas  [high  plains  ecological 
area],  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
Washington,  West  Virginia, 

[Wisconsin],  Wyoming,  Navajo  Nation. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking,  including  tagging  according  to 
standards  and  conditions  established  by  the 
Service.  The  U.S.  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  has  enjoined  export  of 
bobcat  pelts  harvested  in  1979-80  season  in 
those  states  or  portions  of  states  named 
above  in  brackets. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30. 1979;  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40842,  July  12, 1979;  44  FR  52289, 

September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  55540, 

September  26. 1979;  and  45  FR  60455, 
September  12. 1980. 

[d]  1980-81  Harvest:  Alabama, 

Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 

Colorado,  Florida,  C^eorgia,  Idaho, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Massachusetts.  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Hampsire,  New 
Mexico,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 

North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee. 
Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
Wyoming,  Navajo  Nation. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking,  including  tagging  according  to 
conditions  established  by  the  Service. 

§  23.53  River  otter  (Lutra  canadensis). 

States  for  which  the  export  of  the 
indicated  season's  harvest  may  be 
permitted  under  §  23.15  of  this  Part  23: 

[a]  1977-78  Harvest  Alabama  (Quota 
1,^],  Alaska  (open),  Arkansas  (Q  4(X)], 
Connecticut  (Q 100],  Delaware  (Q  60], 
Florida  (Q  6,000],  (Georgia  (Q  4,000], 
Louisiana  (Q  7,500],  Maine  (Q  600], 
Maryland  (Q 165],  Massachusetts  (Q  68], 
Michigan  (Q  810],  Minnesota  (Q  700], 
Mississippi  (Q  350],  Montana  (Q  36], 
New  Hampshire  (Q  200],  New  York  (Q 
700],  North  Carolina  (Q  1,200],  Oregon 
(Q  335],  Rhode  Island  (Q 15],  South 
Carolina  (Q  650],  Vermont  (Q  50], 
Virginia  (Q  585],  Washington  (Q  770], 
Wisconsin  (Q  1,200]. 

For  further  information:  See  42  FR  43729, 
August  30, 1977;  43  FR  11081,  March  16, 1978; 
and  43  FR  29480,  July  7. 1978. 


(b]  1978-79  Harvest  Alabama, 

Alaska,  Arkansas.  Connecticut. 

Delaware,  Florida,  C^eorgia,  Louisiana. 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Montana,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
Washington,  Wisconsin. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking. 

For  further  information:  See  43  FR  11096, 
March  16, 1978;  43  FR  13913,  April  3, 1978;  43 
FR  15097,  April  10, 1978;  43  FR  29469,  July  7, 
1978;  43  FR  35013,  August  7. 1978;  43  FR  36293, 
August  16, 1978;  and  43  FR  39305,  September 

1, 1978. 

(c]  1979-80  Harvest  Alabama,  Alaska, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 

Florida,  (Borgia,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Montana,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Oregon,  South  Carolina,  Vermont, 
Virginia.  Washington,  Wisconsin. 

Conditions  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be 
clearly  identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and 
season  of  taking,  including  tagging  according 
to  standards  and  conditions  established  by 
the  Service. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979;  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40842,  July  12, 1979;  44  FR  52289, 

September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  55540, 

September  26, 1979. 

(d]  1980-81:  Alabama,  Alaska, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan. 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Montana,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York.  North  Carolina, 
Oregon,  South  Carolina,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  Washington,  Wisconsin. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking,  including  tagging  according  to 
conditions  established  by  the  Service. 

§  23.54  Lynx  (Lynx  canadensis). 

States  for  which  the  export  of  the 
indicated  season’s  harvest  may  be 
permitted  under  §  23.15  of  this  Part  23: 

(a]  1977-78  Harvest  Alaska  (open], 
Idaho  (Quota  25],  Minnesota  (Q  25], 
Montana  (Q  2(X)),  Washington  (Q  35]. 

For  further  information:  See  42  FR  43729, 
August  30, 1977;  43  FR  11081,  March  16, 1978; 
and  43  FR  29469,  July  7, 1978. 

(bj  1978-79  Harvest  Alaska,  Idaho, 
Minnesota,  Montana,  Washington. 

Condition  on  findings;  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking. 

For  further  information:  See  43  FR  11096, 
March  16, 1978;  43  FR  13913,  April  3, 1978,  43 
FR  15097,  April  10. 1978;  43  FR  29469,  July  7. 
1978;  43  FR  35013,  August  7. 1978;  43  FR  36293, 
August  16, 1978,  and  43  FR  39305,  September 

1. 1978. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  235  /  Thursday,  December  4,  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


(c)  1979-80  Harvest  Alaska,  Idaho,  §23.57  American  alligator  (Alligator 

Minnesota,  Montana,  Washington.  misslasipplensis). 


Conditions  on  Hndings:  Pelts  must  be 
clearly  identihed  as  to  state  of  origin  and 
state  of  taking,  including  tagging  according  to 
standards  and  conditions  established  by  the 
Service. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979;  44  FR  31585,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40842,  July  12. 1979;  44  FR  52289, 

September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  55540, 

September  26, 1979. 

(d)  1980-81  Harvest  Alaska, 
Minnesota,  Montana. 

Condition  on  finding:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking,  including  tagging  according  to 
conditions  established  by  the  Service. 

§  23.55  Gray  wolf  (Canls  lupus). 

State  for  which  the  export  of  the 
indicated  season’s  harvest  may  be 
permitted  under  §  23.15  of  this  Part  23; 

(a)  1977-78  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

(b)  1978-79  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

(c)  1979-80  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30. 1979;  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40842,  July  12. 1979;  44  FR  52289, 

September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  55540, 
September  28, 1979. 

(d)  1980-81  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

§  23.56  Brown  bear  (Ursus  arctos). 

State  for  which  the  export  of  the 
indicated  season’s  harvest  may  be 
permitted  under  §  23.15  of  this  Part  23: 

(a)  1977-78  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  hndings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

(b)  1978-79  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

(c)  1979-80  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979:  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979:  44 
FR  40842,  July  12. 1979;  44  FR  52289, 
September  7, 1979:  and  44  FR  55540, 
September  26, 1979. 

(d)  1980-81  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 


States  for  which  the  export  of  the 
indicated  season’s  harvest  may  be 
permitted  under  §  23.15  of  this  Part  23: 

(a)  1979  and  Previous  Harvest 
Florida,  Louisiana. 

(b)  1980-81  Harvest  Florida, 
Louisiana. 

PART  810— EXPORT  OF  APPENDIX  II 
SPECIES 

3.  Delete  Chapter  8,  Part  810  entirely 
from  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

|FR  Doc.  80-37648  Filed  12-3-80;  8:43  am] 
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